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to honor the thousands of American 
workers who are injured, sickened, and 
killed each year in this Nation. 

Next Monday, April 28, is Workers 
Memorial Day, dedicated to remem-
bering workers whose lives are lost on 
the job. Sixteen workers are killed on 
the job every day in America. Every. 
Day. 

And these are not just workers in 
highly dangerous professions, but 
workers from every profession you can 
imagine, from mechanics to teachers 
to newspaper carriers. 

Instead of addressing the crisis in 
worker safety, the Bush administration 
continues to underfund the Occupa-
tional Safety and Health Administra-
tion, OSHA. Like an old dog who’s lost 
its teeth, OSHA doesn’t scare anyone. 
It hasn’t improved safety and it doesn’t 
protect workers. 

Today, I stand with families who 
have lost loved ones on the job. Tomor-
row I continue working with my col-
leagues in the Labor and Working 
Families Caucus to strengthen OSHA. 

American workers deserve to be safe 
while earning a living and contributing 
to this great country. And we must do 
more to ensure that they are safe. 

f 

DEMOCRATS’ COMMONSENSE PLAN 

(Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina. 
Mr. Speaker, ‘‘Democrats have a com-
monsense plan to help bring down sky-
rocketing gas prices.’’ 

That was Ms. PELOSI in a press re-
lease 1 year ago today. The price at the 
pump then, $2.91 a gallon, today almost 
$4 a gallon. 

Also 2 years ago, Ms. PELOSI vowed 
that if her party took over Congress 
they would cut energy prices, espe-
cially gasoline. It’s obvious there’s a 
fast growing need for energy in our 
country, and this need must be met 
with a solution. 

To provide a reduction in gas prices 
for Americans, we need to find re-
sources here at home and support do-
mestic energy production. Our country 
needs to research and fund alternative 
energy production to become less de-
pendent on foreign sources for the se-
curity of our country, and to ease the 
burdening gas prices for our American 
families. 

American families were promised a 
commonsense plan by the Democrat 
majority. If there’s a commonsense 
plan, don’t you think it’s time that we 
see it? 

f 

THE ARMENIAN GENOCIDE 

(Mr. COSTA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to commemorate the 93rd anniversary 
of the Armenian Genocide, which, 
sadly, was the first genocide of the 20th 
century, a template for a cycle of geno-

cide that continues to occur to this 
day. 

The Armenian Genocide involved the 
issue of man’s injustice to mankind. It 
continued to occur throughout the 20th 
century, as we know, in the Holocaust, 
Cambodia, Rwanda, Bosnia, and now in 
Darfur. 

Growing up in Fresno, California, as 
we proudly say, the land of William Sa-
royan, I heard many stories as a young 
man from the grandparents of our 
neighbors, the Kezerians, the Koligians 
and the Abramhian families, about 
being forced to leave their homes and 
farms, the stories of long marches and 
systematic murders. They believe it 
was the first genocide of the 20th cen-
tury, and ladies and gentlemen of the 
House, I believe it was too. 

Genocide is not something that can 
simply be swept under the rug and for-
gotten. The United States cannot con-
tinue its policy of denial regarding the 
Armenian genocide, and I encourage 
that we once again reconsider the pas-
sage of H. Res. 106 to recognize the Ar-
menian genocide. 

f 

OIL SHOCK 
(Mr. WESTMORELAND asked and 

was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. I want to 
read an editorial to the American peo-
ple, Mr. Speaker, that was printed yes-
terday in Investors Business Daily: 

‘‘Oil Shock. 
‘‘When it comes to energy policy, 

Democrats always talk a good game. 
But look at their actual record while in 
control of Congress in the last year and 
a half. It’s been nothing short of disas-
trous. 

‘‘Wasn’t it 2 years ago that then Mi-
nority Leader Nancy Pelosi vowed, if 
the party took over Congress, to cut 
energy prices, especially gasoline? 

‘‘ ‘Democrats have a commonsense 
plan,’ Ms. Pelosi went on to say, ‘to 
help bring down skyrocketing gas 
prices by cracking down on price 
gouging, rolling back the billions of 
dollars in taxpayer subsidies, tax 
breaks and royalty relief given to the 
big oil and gas companies, and increas-
ing production of alternative fuels.’ 

‘‘This is what Ms. Pelosi wrote in 
April of 2006 as part of her efforts to 
convince the American people to elect 
Democrats. 

‘‘How’s that working for you? The 
cost of energy, measured by the price 
of West Texas Intermediate Crude is up 
more than 70 percent.’’ 

On 12/19/07 President Bush signed into 
law H.R. 6, which was the plan. It’s not 
working. 

We want to see the real plan, Ms. 
PELOSI. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
COSTA). Members are reminded to ad-
dress their remarks to the Chair. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks on the 
bill H.R. 2830, the Coast Guard Reau-
thorization Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 

f 

COAST GUARD AUTHORIZATION 
ACT OF 2008 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 1126 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 2830. 
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2830) to 
authorize appropriations for the Coast 
Guard for fiscal year 2008, and for other 
purposes, with Mr. MCNULTY in the 
chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 

rule, the bill is considered read the 
first time. 

General debate shall not exceed 1 
hour, with 40 minutes equally divided 
and controlled by the chairman and 
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infra-
structure and 20 minutes equally di-
vided and controlled by the chairman 
and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Homeland Security. 

The gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
OBERSTAR) and the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE) each will con-
trol 20 minutes, and the gentleman 
from Mississippi (Mr. THOMPSON) and 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
DANIEL E. LUNGREN) each will control 
10 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I rise in strong support of H.R. 2830, 
the Coast Guard Authorization Act 
that includes critical provisions to 
strengthen the U.S. Coast Guard. 

It’s been since 2004, the last time we 
actually moved through House and 
Senate and conference a Coast Guard 
authorization bill, not for lack of ef-
fort. In the 109th Congress in 2005 and 
2006 the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure, under then Chair-
man DON YOUNG, a strong advocate, ad-
mirer of and one who embraces the 
U.S. Coast Guard, we moved the bill 
through committee, and we brought it 
to the House in 2006. Unfortunately, we 
were not able to reach conference with 
the other body, but not for lack of ef-
fort. 
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And so that bipartisan initiative was 

rekindled last year as the committee 
picked up the pieces and incorporated 
the work of previous Congresses and 
moved forward with a very expansive 
Coast Guard authorization bill. 

Toward that purpose, I express my 
deepest appreciation for the chairman-
ship of the subcommittee, under ELI-
JAH CUMMINGS, the Member from Balti-
more, who has embraced his responsi-
bility and duty and embraced the Coast 
Guard and mastered the subject mat-
ter. And our ranking member on that 
Coast Guard Subcommittee, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE) 
who, in his ever thoughtful, judicious, 
thorough manner, similarly has mas-
tered the subject matter. He is a mas-
ter of detail, and has brought many 
thoughtful recommendations to the 
legislation that is before us. 

And I thank the gentleman for his 
splendid cooperation, that of the rank-
ing member of the full committee, Mr. 
MICA, who has ceded the floor respon-
sibilities to Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. 
MICA, representing the State of Flor-
ida, a State that is intimately related 
with, to, dependent upon, and grateful 
to the Coast Guard for its services. 

In this bill, we extend, we first of all, 
increase personnel for the U.S. Coast 
Guard. In my first year in Congress, 
1975, I served on the Coast Guard Sub-
committee and subsequently, all 
through to 1995, when the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries Committee, 
which included Coast Guard, was dis-
solved and the responsibilities of the 
Coast Guard transferred over to the 
Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure where I continued to work 
on Coast Guard issues. 

From 1975, Coast Guard personnel au-
thorization was at 39,000. We added 27 
new functions, new responsibilities, 
various Congresses, various presidents 
over the years, without increasing sub-
stantially Coast Guard personnel. We 
do that in this legislation. We add 1,500 
military personnel. 
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We increase the total strength of the 
Coast Guard to 47,000 to adequately 
serve the needs of the clear dual re-
sponsibilities of the Coast Guard, safe-
ty, which is search and rescue, and 
buoy tending and navigation aids and 
so on, and the security responsibility 
in the Coast Guard in the era of home-
land security. 

There will be no argument or no, how 
shall I say, excuse in the future that 
the Coast Guard doesn’t have sufficient 
personnel so they have to be a multi- 
mission agency. We’re going to assure 
that they have adequate personnel 
through this authorization and subse-
quent funding of it to carry out all of 
their civil responsibilities. 

We extend benefits to Coast Guard 
personnel, reimburse them for medical- 
related travel for members assigned to 
remote locations. We grant access to 
Armed Forces retirement home sys-
tems to the Coast Guard veterans. We 

allow Coast Guard in this legislation to 
provide authorization for personnel 
who work in support of a declaration of 
a major disaster or emergency issued 
by the President to retain up to a total 
of 90 days of accrued leave compared to 
only 60 days currently. 

We implement the administration’s 
proposal initiated by the Coast Guard 
to reorganize the Coast Guard. As they 
propose in their plan in this legisla-
tion, we provide authorization that 
eliminates two area commands estab-
lished by law and the Coast Guard chief 
of staff position and replace those with 
four vice admirals, deputy com-
mandant for mission support, deputy 
commandant for national operations 
and policy, the commander for force 
readiness command and the com-
mander for the operations command, 
and we promote, in this legislation, the 
vice commandant to full admiral. 

The legislation strengthens substan-
tially fishing vessel safety, the most 
dangerous occupation in the United 
States, improving the training, con-
struction, and enforcement standards 
for commercial fishing vessels; double 
hull around fuel bunker tanks on new 
construction of U.S. vessels. Any vessel 
carrying more than 600 cubic meters of 
oil will have double hulls around their 
fuel tanks to prevent the disastrous 
consequences such as the COSCO 
BUSAN, which Chairman CUMMINGS 
went out to hold a hearing on in the 
San Francisco Bay following the 
allision with the Bay Bridge and with 
the release of 53,000 gallons of heavy 
fuel. 

Ballast water treatment. We have the 
first enforcement program since 
invasive species were identified as a 
major problem in the Great Lakes in 
the 1970s. We require ships to install 
ballast water treatment systems in 
2009 to control invasive species into 
U.S. ports, waterways, of course in the 
inland waterways and the Great Lakes. 
We established a standard adopted by 
the International Maritime Organiza-
tion from 2009 to 2012, but beginning in 
2012, the standard will be increased to 
100 times greater than the IMO, based 
on best-available technology. 

There are eight provisions dealing 
with port security that I will withhold 
comment on which Chairman BENNIE 
THOMPSON will speak, and I’m very 
grateful for his participation in all of 
our committee work. I will also set 
aside for the moment the Coast Guard 
Deepwater assets procurement issue for 
Chairman CUMMINGS to address. That 
was a matter on which he devoted an 
enormous amount of time. 

We remove appearance of conflict by 
transferring administrative law judges 
from the Coast Guard to the National 
Transportation Safety Board, as we did 
years ago, bipartisan initiative in our 
committee for pilots. The venue for ap-
peals to the commandant decision to 
suspend or revoke a mariner’s license, 
such as a captain’s license, for viola-
tion of marine safety laws or acts of 
professional incompetence will now be 

heard by an NTSB administrative law 
judge but retaining the Coast Guard 
authority to decide whether to seek 
suspension or revocation of a mariner’s 
license. 

In 2007, two former Coast Guard ALJs 
testified before the Subcommittee on 
Coast Guard and Maritime Transpor-
tation that they were pressured not to 
allow a mariner’s discovery of informa-
tion that could vindicate that mariner. 

I think one of our major contribu-
tions, perhaps in my mind the most 
significant, apart from the Deepwater, 
which has already passed the House, is 
the establishment of new Marine Safe-
ty Authority and raising the quality of 
personnel and the authority for marine 
safety within the Coast Guard, estab-
lish marine safety as a function of the 
Coast Guard. It is now mentioned in 
their basic law. But we established ma-
rine safety as a Coast Guard function 
focused on actions necessary to protect 
life, property and the environment at 
sea. 

Created an assistant commandant for 
marine safety. The chief of marine 
safety in each Coast Guard sector; es-
tablished minimum qualifications for 
all marine safety personnel saying that 
those persons appointed to marine safe-
ty positions, safety inspectors, cas-
ualty inspectors, chief of marine safe-
ty, be technically qualified for those 
positions that they should have at 
least the qualifications that the Amer-
ican Bureau of Shipping has and better 
than those. 

We establish a limited duty officer 
program in marine safety to allow 
commanders or chief warrant officers 
who have extensive marine safety expe-
rience to have the opportunity to spe-
cialize in marine safety. 

We require that appeals and waivers 
of marine safety laws and regulations 
be handled by qualified marine inspec-
tors. Those marine safety regulations 
now are handled by the chain of com-
mand of the Coast Guard. That means 
an appeal can be decided by a ship driv-
er, a helicopter pilot, who has no quali-
fications in the specific issue at hand. 
We need to raise the qualifications, the 
skills of those personnel in key posi-
tions of the Coast Guard. This bill does 
that. 

And we also require establishment of 
and funding for a course in marine 
safety as part of the curriculum at the 
U.S. Coast Guard Academy. I was there 
in New London at the Coast Guard 
Academy on Friday, and a com-
mandant of the academy and a com-
mandant of cadets both were thrilled 
with this idea, as were cadets with 
whom I visited. 

And the final point I want to call at-
tention to is the strengthening of the 
marine pollution prevention provisions 
in the act. I will leave those details to 
later. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Chairman, at 

this time it’s my privilege to yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
ranking member of the full committee, 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. MICA). 
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Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I would 

like to thank our ranking member, Mr. 
LATOURETTE, for yielding time to me, 
and I am pleased to speak on an impor-
tant reauthorization measure, and 
that’s reauthorization of our Coast 
Guard. Unfortunately, I’m told that 
even if we pass this bill today, and it 
will not be passed in totality, it still 
must be conferenced with the other 
body, that this authorization is only 
good through the end of this fiscal 
year. And, unfortunately, this reau-
thorization has been delayed, and we 
will find ourselves back at the begin-
ning gate, starting gate, so to speak. 
That’s one of my disappointments. 

First, though, before I get into my 
disappointments, let me commend, 
first of all, our ranking member, Mr. 
LATOURETTE. He’s worked tirelessly as 
the Republican leader of the Coast 
Guard Subcommittee to try to bring 
this reauthorization legislation to-
gether. He’s taken some absolutely ter-
rible proposals that first came out and 
made them much, much better, and I 
commend Mr. LATOURETTE for his hard 
work on this and trying to reach com-
promise. 

I also compliment Mr. OBERSTAR, my 
counterpart in the committee, heads 
up the Democrat side, our chairman, 
for his efforts to try to bring about bi-
partisan compromise on the legisla-
tion. Mr. CUMMINGS, the chairman of 
the Coast Guard Subcommittee, has 
worked with our ranking member. 

So I thank all of them. Their efforts 
have been good, and I’m going to cast 
a vote in favor of this to move the 
process forward, and I think that’s in-
cumbent in my particular position to 
try to continue to make the bill better. 

This is a good reauthorization start. 
I do have two major concerns that I 
want to say that I am not pleased with, 
the administration is not pleased with, 
and I think the United States Coast 
Guard is not pleased with. 

First of all, I have opposition to two 
provisions. Let me speak about the 
first one, and one you heard a lot 
about, the safety regime that’s created 
in this bill. Unfortunately, this par-
ticular provision, while it may sound 
good that the safety is being addressed, 
it really destroys the command and 
control function that is so essential in 
a national security agency. 

Now the Coast Guard’s primary re-
sponsibility is one of national security. 
It’s also safety, but it is first and fore-
most, a national security agency. And 
this regime sets up an unprecedented 
bureaucracy. It also destroys the com-
mand approach that we have had in our 
services. 

In fact, it would prescribe the duties, 
qualifications, and set up a chain of 
command of senior Coast Guard offi-
cials. This represents an extraordinary 
intrusion upon the service chiefs’ au-
thority to command and control a 
branch of the Armed Forces and, ulti-
mately, the ability of the Secretary 
and the President to deploy the Coast 
Guard in an emergency. 

Now this isn’t just my evaluation. 
This is the Coast Guard, this is the ad-
ministration, the President’s evalua-
tion of what the current language 
would do. 

Unfortunately again, we still have 
this provision that needs to be worked 
on, and we need to make certain that 
national security, the ability to com-
mand and control a branch of the 
armed services is not damaged. 

The second reason that I have con-
cern about this legislation is that un-
fortunately, the waterside security 
provisions here that relate to liquefied 
natural gas terminals and liquefied 
natural gas tankers requires the Coast 
Guard to provide security in a manner 
that is contrary to the existing assist-
ance framework and also at odds with 
assisted risk-management practices. 

In simple layman’s terms, what’s 
happening is right now when we’re hav-
ing a difficulty of getting a supply of 
natural gas, and gas prices are soaring. 
People are seeing natural gas prices 
reach record levels. We’re creating 
more redtape, more impediments and 
setting up another regime in which we 
will limit the supply and also actually 
create more impediments to getting 
the supply so the cost can go down and 
the people who have access to probably 
one of the best sources of energy has 
the least amount of damage of any of 
the fossil fuels to our environment. 

So those are my two concerns. 
But, again, I’m going to support the 

measure. I’m hoping that through con-
ference, we can make the bill much 
better, that we can address the com-
mand regime that’s set up here in a 
new safety bureaucracy, that we can 
also make certain that we have a sup-
ply of liquefied natural gas, access to 
liquefied natural gas and also bring the 
prices down for the consumer who’s 
under incredible pressure right now 
trying to pay bills, meet the costs of 
increasing energy. 

So those are my concerns. 
Again, I want to thank all of the 

members who’ve worked on this in the 
committee, the ranking member Mr. 
LATOURETTE, Mr. OBERSTAR, and Mr. 
CUMMINGS for their efforts. 
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Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 2 minutes, first to express 
my great appreciation for John 
Cullather, Chief of Staff on the Coast 
Guard Subcommittee on the Demo-
cratic side, Richard Hiscock, Lucinda 
Lessley, Ianta Summers, Christy Ruth-
erford, and on the Republican staff, 
John Rayfield and Eric Nagel, with 
whom we have worked diligently and 
consistently and thoroughly and 
achieved a great accommodation of 
use. 

Secondly, I don’t share the ranking 
Republican member’s pessimistic out-
look for this legislation. The Coast 
Guard reauthorization has been re-
ported from committee in the other 
body. It has been hotlined by the 
Democratic leadership in the other 

body. They anticipate it will clear 
those hotline processes shortly and 
that the other body will be able to, in 
due course, in relatively short period of 
time, consider a Coast Guard bill on 
the floor, and that we can, in fact, an-
ticipate conference with the other body 
by and before the beginning of summer. 
I have a very positive and hopeful out-
look. 

Third, as for redesigning and restruc-
turing the Coast Guard, the committee 
has done that since the 1960s, directing 
how the structure of the Coast Guard 
shall be organized. In fact, we do far 
less structuring in this bill following in 
that tradition than is done for the U.S. 
Navy. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to 
the gentleman from Maryland, Chair of 
the subcommittee, Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I want to thank the 
chairman for yielding. 

And as chairman of the Sub-
committee on Coast Guard and Mari-
time Transportation, I rise today in 
strong support of the amendment in 
the nature of a substitute to H.R. 2830, 
the Coast Guard Authorization Act. 

I want to thank Chairman OBERSTAR 
for his inspired leadership of the Trans-
portation Committee. I also thank 
Chairman THOMPSON for his leadership 
on the Homeland Security Committee. 
Further, I thank my ranking member 
of the Transportation Committee, Mr. 
MICA. And I give special thanks to Con-
gressman LATOURETTE for his service 
as the ranking member of the Coast 
Guard Subcommittee. And certainly I 
thank Congressman KING. 

Throughout the 110th Congress, I’ve 
led the subcommittee in examining the 
many ways in which the Coast Guard, 
our thin blue line at sea, has been 
stretched since 9/11. The amendment in 
the nature of a substitute before us 
today responds directly to the issues 
we have examined by ensuring that the 
Coast Guard has the expertise and re-
sources necessary to perform all of its 
missions effectively and efficiently. 

The legislation would authorize $8.4 
billion for the Coast Guard and author-
ize an increase in the total number of 
military personnel to 47,000. 

Our subcommittee has become deeply 
concerned that the area where the 
Coast Guard is becoming thinnest is in 
marine safety, the function responsible 
for protecting lives, property and the 
environment at sea. The declines in 
this program have become shockingly 
evident when the Department of Home-
land Security’s Inspector General 
found that the Coast Guard dispatched 
three individuals who were not quali-
fied to conduct an investigation to re-
spond to the ship that hit the San 
Francisco Bay Bridge and subsequently 
spilled 54,000 gallons of fuel into the 
Bay. 

Without taking away any of the re-
sources or the flexibility that the 
Coast Guard needs to perform any 
other mission, including securing our 
ports, the amendment in the nature of 
a substitute requires that individuals 
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who ensure the safety of the maritime 
industry prepare for these highly tech-
nical jobs by meeting requisite train-
ing standards. The bill also requires 
that as new liquefied natural gas (LNG) 
terminals are approved, all of the re-
sources necessary to adequately secure 
these terminals are in place. I empha-
size that these provisions will not im-
pede the development of any new 
project. They will simply ensure that 
security requirements are met before 
new terminals become operational. 

Further, H.R. 2830 will set new and 
increasingly stringent standards for 
the treatment of ballast water through 
which invasive species have been intro-
duced to some of our Nation’s most 
fragile marine environments, such as 
the Chesapeake Bay. It will also give 
mariners the right to have cases in-
volving the potential suspension or 
revocation of their professional creden-
tials heard by the National Transpor-
tation Safety Board’s administrative 
law judge system. 

These provisions respond to compel-
ling testimony from former Coast 
Guard ALJs indicating that they did 
not work in an environment that sup-
ported their exercise of judicial inde-
pendence. Mariners who are unsafe 
should not be on our Nation’s water-
ways, but fair treatment must be as-
sured to all individuals in any legal 
proceeding. And the transfer of the 
Coast Guard’s ALJ function to the Na-
tional Transportation Safety Board 
will avoid even the potential appear-
ance of unfairness. 

Finally, the amendment takes sig-
nificant new steps to ensure that our 
Nation’s ‘‘shield of freedom’’ resembles 
the nation it is defending. The bill 
would require applicants to the Coast 
Guard Academy to be nominated by 
Members of Congress or other authori-
ties. This, in conjunction with ex-
panded minority recruiting efforts, 
would draw students from all of our 
Nation’s communities to the academy, 
beginning the process that the Com-
mandant himself has said is needed to 
expand minorities at all ranks of the 
more than 6,000-member officer corps 
from the current number of 827. 

As chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Coast Guard and Maritime Transpor-
tation, it is my honor to be an original 
cosponsor of H.R. 2830, which will set 
standards that will ensure the Coast 
Guard performs at the level it expects 
of itself while also providing the re-
sources necessary to enable the service 
to fulfill all of its missions. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup-
port of H.R. 2830, and I’ll tell you why 
in just a second, but just a couple of 
editorial notes. One is that it is my be-
lief that this Coast Guard reauthoriza-
tion is brought to the floor in the best 
traditions of the Transportation and 
Infrastructure Committee. And I want 
to commend the ranking member of 
our full committee, Mr. MICA, for his 

diligence and work, and also for ex-
pressing his remaining concerns. 

I also want to express my apprecia-
tion to the chairman of our sub-
committee, Mr. CUMMINGS, who I’ve 
had the pleasure now of working with 
about a year and a half, and I will tell 
you there is no Member that is more 
dedicated to not only the mission of 
the Coast Guard, but the safety of 
those that they entrust with super-
vising. It is a pleasure to serve in the 
post of ranking member with Mr. 
CUMMINGS as the chairman. 

And, also, a special affection for the 
chairman of the full committee. I made 
the observation at the beginning of 
this Congress, and I’ll repeat it again 
today, that obviously, as a Republican, 
none of us were excited about being 
thrust after 12 years from the majority 
party to the minority party, but if 
there was to be a Democratic Chair of 
the House Transportation and Infra-
structure Committee, there is no one 
more deserving, in my opinion, perhaps 
in the history of the institution, than 
the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
OBERSTAR). He really takes our com-
mittee, no matter what the issue, 
above partisanship to the goals of the 
Transportation Committee, and that 
is, safeguarding our waterways and 
building America. 

And, lastly, while I’m saying nice 
things about people, I am pleased, Mr. 
Chairman, that the Speaker of the 
House, Mrs. PELOSI, has installed you 
as the Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole for the consideration of this 
piece of legislation. 

I rise in strong support of this bill. 
And I am especially proud of the bal-
last water provisions and the marine 
safety provisions located within the 
bill. 

This bill will establish national 
standards requiring the treatment of 
ballast water to minimize the introduc-
tion of invasive species into the Great 
Lakes and other U.S. waters. The bill 
will build on a lot of work that has al-
ready been done. Those of us that are 
from the Great Lakes know very well 
the importance of this issue. 

I am disappointed that we’ll have a 
colloquy later with the chairman of the 
full committee relative to an amend-
ment that was offered at the Rules 
Committee that would protect millions 
of recreational boaters from falling 
under a discharge permitting program 
designed for large oceangoing vessels. 
In the absence of this language, come 
September recreational voters will be 
facing fines of up to $32,500 a day for 
violations of program rules. For more 
than 30 years, Mr. Chairman, both rec-
reational and commercial vehicles 
were exempted from these programs, 
and I hope that the majority will join 
us to develop language addressing 
these understandings. 

As well, when we get to the amend-
ment portion of the bill, I have an 
amendment that I’m offering with Mr. 
BOUSTANY of Louisiana that addresses 
some of the concerns raised by the 

ranking member, Mr. MICA, relative to 
waterside security for liquefied natural 
gas facilities. 

Again, I want to thank the Chair of 
the subcommittee and the full com-
mittee for working with us. I want to 
thank Mr. BOUSTANY for his dogged 
work to make sure that we come up 
with a resolution that not only fits 
with the reality of assets that are 
available, builds on a long tradition 
that we established in 2005, but also 
permits us to move forward with the 
goal of attaining cheaper energy for 
Americans through the form of natural 
gas. 

With that, Mr. Chairman, I thank the 
Chair very much and would reserve the 
balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee will 
rise informally. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
TAUSCHER) assumed the chair. 

f 

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE 
SENATE 

A further message from the Senate 
by Ms. Curtis, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate has passed a 
bill of the following title in which the 
concurrence of the House is requested: 

S. 2903. An act to amend Public Law 110–196 
to provide for a temporary extension of pro-
grams authorized by the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 beyond April 
25, 2008. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Committee will resume its sitting. 

f 

COAST GUARD AUTHORIZATION 
ACT OF 2008 

The Committee resumed its sitting. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. I would like to in-

quire how much time remains on each 
side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Minnesota has 21⁄2 minutes re-
maining. The gentleman from Ohio has 
91⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Chairman, at 
this time, it is my pleasure to yield 3 
minutes to a gentleman I mentioned in 
my opening remarks, the gentleman 
from Louisiana (Mr. BOUSTANY), who 
has been a true leader in the House of 
Representatives on this issue of shore-
side and waterside security for LNG fa-
cilities. 

Mr. BOUSTANY. I want to thank my 
colleague for yielding time and for his 
work with me on an amendment to this 
bill that I think will improve the bill. 

I also want to thank the chairman 
and ranking member of the committee 
and the ranking member of the full 
committee for their work in bringing 
together a good bill. 

I rise in support of the bill, but I 
want to emphasize that our Nation has 
a growing demand for natural gas, and 
this amendment that I’m going to offer 
with my colleague and friend, Mr. 
LATOURETTE, will help to ensure that 
we don’t halt future domestic liquefied 
natural gas expansion. 
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